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ELECTION WITH TRAVERSE 

In response to the Office Action dated August 5, 2004, Applicants submit the 
following election with traverse. 

The Examiner states that the present invention contains two patentably distinct 

Species: 

I. Claims 19-22 drawn to a reforming reaction catalyst; and 

II. Claims 13-18 drawn to a container structure. 

The Action further indicates that claims 11 and 12 are generic to the above 
Species. Applicants respectfully traverse this Restriction Requirement. 
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The traversal is on two grounds. The first ground of traversal is that Species I, 



drawn to claims 19-22, is not directed to a reforming reaction catalyst, but to the detailed 
construction of "the processing spaces" found in claim 11. These "processing spaces" act as 
reaction units housing each catalyst. Therefore, Species I and Species II are related in that 
each of the Species calls for details of the processing apparatus. 



standard applicable to PCT patent applications may be applied to the present application. 
The present application is the U.S. National Phase of PCT Application No. PCT/JP99/06984 
filed December 10, 1999. All of the claims were examined with a single search in the PCT 
application. 

Finally, claims 19-22 are dependent, either directly or indirectly upon 
independent claims 1 1 and 12. 

Therefore, in the event claims 11 and/or 12 are deemed to be allowable, then 
claims 19-22 may be reinstated as part of the present application. 

However, in the event the Examiner maintains the Restriction Requirement, 
Applicants hereby elect to prosecute the invention of Species II, claims 13-18 with traverse. 
Applicants make this election without prejudice to the later filing of a divisional application 
directed to the non-elected inventions. 



The second ground of traversal is the extent to which the unity of invention 
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